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On the long-time behavior of compressible fluid flows
excited by random forcing

Dominic Breit, Eduard Feireisl, and Martina Hofmanova

Abstract. We are concerned with the long-time behavior of the stochastic Navier—Stokes system for
compressible fluids in dimensions two and three. In this setting, the part of the phase space occupied
by the solution depends sensitively on the choice of the initial state. Our main results are threefold.
(1) The kinetic energy of a solution is universally and asymptotically bounded, independent of the
initial datum. (ii) Time shifts of a solution with initially controlled energy are asymptotically com-
pact and generate an entire solution defined for all # € R. (iii) Every solution with initially controlled
energy generates a stationary solution and even an ergodic stationary solution on the closure of the
convex hull of its w-limit set on the space of measures on the path space.

1. Introduction

The role of random forcing incorporated into originally deterministic models is in many
cases to substitute for the effect of an external driving mechanism represented by inho-
mogeneous boundary conditions. This gives rise to a mathematically simpler model that
should retain, however, the essential behavior of the original system at least in the long run.
In the framework of continuum fluid mechanics, equations with random forcing should
shed some light on more complex problems related to turbulence. In particular, the cele-
brated ergodic hypothesis asserts the following:

Time averages along trajectories of the flow converge, for large enough times, to
an ensemble average given by a certain probability measure.

There is a common belief that such a measure is in fact unique and completely char-
acterizes the behavior of the fluid in the long run. This is supported by the pieces of
evidence in the case of incompressible flows driven by the Navier—Stokes system with an
additive stochastic forcing. More precisely, for the incompressible planar flow driven by a
physically relevant very degenerate stochastic forcing, unique ergodicity was established
by Hairer and Mattingly [23]. The absence of a similar result in the physically relevant
three-dimensional case is due to the existing gaps in the mathematical theory, in particu-
lar stability (uniqueness) of solutions with respect to the initial data. Nevertheless, it has
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been proved that noise has a beneficial impact when it comes to long-time behavior and
ergodicity. Da Prato and Debussche [8] obtained a unique ergodicity for three-dimensional
stochastic incompressible Navier—Stokes equations with non-degenerate noise. The theory
of Markov selections by Flandoli and Romito [19] provides an alternative approach which
also allowed ergodicity to be proved for every Markov solution; see Romito [30]. The
concept of (statistically) stationary solutions has been introduced in both the deterministic
[20,35] and stochastic frameworks [18].

The question of identifying a unigue invariant measure for compressible fluid motions
excited by random forces is substantially different from the incompressible setting. As a
matter of fact, this possibility is naturally limited/excluded as there are certain invariant
quantities, for instance the total mass, that persist under the action of random forcing.
Accordingly, the part of the phase space occupied by the trajectories necessarily depends
sensitively on the choice of the initial state. It is therefore desirable to show that there exist
invariant measures/stationary solutions generated by solutions to the initial value problem
supported on a suitably defined w-limit set.

The main goal of the present paper is to investigate this question in the setting of the
compressible Navier—Stokes system under stochastic perturbations. Roughly speaking, the
result can be shown by means of the standard Krylov—Bogoliubov theory as long as the
solutions of the stochastic problem enjoy the following properties:

*  Global existence. The problem admits a global-in-time solution — a random process
ranging over a suitable phase space — for any sample of initial data.

*  Global boundedness. The expected value of a suitable norm of global-in-time solutions
is bounded independently of time.

*  Asymptotic compactness. The law of any global-in-time solution is tight in a suitable
space of trajectories.

The above outlined points also summarize the strategy of our proof. To be more pre-
cise, let o = o(¢, x) denote the mass density and u = u(z, x) the bulk velocity of a
compressible viscous fluid occupying a bounded physical domain Q € R, d = 2, 3.
In this paper, we are concerned with the compressible Navier—Stokes system driven by a
stochastic forcing:

do + divyx(ou)dr = 0, (1.1
d(ou) + divy(ou ® u)dr + V, p(o) dt
= div, S(Vyu) dt + og(o,u) dt + oF (0, u) dW, (1.2)
2
S(Vyu) = M(qu + Viu— Zdivy u]I) fAdiveul, p>0,A>0  (1.3)

where we include a deterministic force g as well as a stochastic force driven by a Wiener
process W. The problem is closed by imposing the no-slip boundary condition

ulso = 0. (1.4)
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We refer to [2, 3] for the existing mathematical theory of problem (1.1)—(1.4). The
long-time behavior of global-in-time solutions of the deterministic problem was studied in
[13,28,29] and the monograph [16]. In particular, the problem may already admit several
(a continuum of) stationary solutions in the deterministic setting; see [14]. In [11], it was
proved that every bounded solution to the deterministic system gives rise to a statistical
stationary solution supported on its w-limit set. The existence of stochastically stationary
solutions to (1.1)—(1.4) with a given total mass was established in [4].

In the present paper, we go beyond the result of [4]. In particular, we focus on a
physically relevant hard sphere pressure—density equation of state (see Section 2.1) and
show that solutions with initially controlled energy remain universally and asymptotically
bounded in expectation, independently of the initial condition; see Theorem 2.6. In other
words, all such solutions ultimately enter a bounded absorbing set. Furthermore, we estab-
lish an asymptotic compactness of solutions which in particular applies to sequences of
time shifts of solutions and gives rise to an entire solution defined for all # € R; see The-
orem 2.7. Finally, we deduce that any solution with initially controlled energy generates a
stationary solution; see Theorem 2.5.

Unlike in the deterministic setting (cf. [11]), we define an w-limit set as a set of
probability laws, not a set of trajectories. This is reminiscent of some earlier contribu-
tions on the stochastic incompressible Navier—Stokes equations such as [6,32]. We then
show that for any solution with initially controlled energy there is a stationary solution
whose law belongs to the closure of the convex hull of its w-limit set; see Corollary 6.1.
Moreover, the method is constructive — the solution is obtained by a direct application of
Krylov—Bogoliubov’s method applied on the w-limit set. Our approach is motivated by
the pioneering work of 1t6 and Nisio [24] and the idea of Sell [33], replacing the natural
phase space by the space of trajectories; see also Romito [31]. Finally, we prove that there
is an ergodic stationary solution on the closure of the convex hull of every such w-limit
set; see Theorem 6.3. In the setting of [4], the existence of the w-limit set cannot even be
proved and the procedure of the present paper cannot be repeated there.

As a by-product of our strategy, we deduce two new results for the stochastic Navier—
Stokes system (1.1)—(1.4) that are of independent interest themselves:

*  Bounded moments of the total energy:

1imsup]E|:(/ E(Q,Qu)dx) i|§800(m), m=12,...,
0o

—>00
where
1 |m|? :
E(o,m) = 20 + P(0), P'(0)oe—P(o) = plo), P(0)=0
is the energy of the fluid. The constants & (m), m = 1,2, ..., are universal and

independent of the initial condition.
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* Asymptotic compactness. The law of the time shifts of a fixed solution
Llo-+ m).u-+ ). ™ —>o00
is tight in a suitable trajectory space.

In the context of a stochastic incompressible Navier—Stokes system, analogous results
are basically immediate due to the dissipative nature of the problem and the good compact-
ness properties of solutions. However, the compressible Navier—Stokes system is a mixed
parabolic-hyperbolic system with a very delicate structure. Its incompressible counterpart
instead is a semi-linear parabolic system, to some extent rather similar to the heat equa-
tion. As a consequence, the global boundedness as well as the asymptotic compactness
both become substantially more difficult in the compressible case. The key difficulty is,
on the one hand, the lack of energy dissipation stabilizing the system in the long run, and
on the other hand, the fact that the available energy and pressure estimates do not directly
lead to strong convergence of the density necessary in order to pass to the limit.

The first issue is overcome by performing a higher-order energy estimate together with
a new dissipation balance estimate and proving the existence of a bounded absorbing set
in expectation; see Section 3.2. The solution of the second issue leans on establishing the
strong convergence of the approximate densities, despite the fact that the initial conditions
are lost in the limit process; see Section 4.4. This is a delicate issue and requires careful
analysis of the oscillation “damping” in the renormalized equation of continuity.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall the basic definitions, formu-
late the hypotheses and state the main results. The global-in-time estimates are established
in Section 3. Sections 4 and 5 form the heart of the paper. In Section 4 we show tightness
of the time shifts of global trajectories. This property is subsequently used in Section 5,
where the Krylov—Bogoliubov method is applied to obtain a stationary solution. Section 6
is devoted to the study of the ergodic structure of the set of stationary solutions. A sketch
of the proof of existence of global-in-time solutions is given in the appendix.

2. Mathematical framework and main results

2.1. Pressure—density equation of state

The uniform bounds on the total energy require strong control of the fluid density. To this
end, we consider the physically relevant hard sphere pressure—density equation of state.
Specifically, there is a limit density o0 > 0 such that

peCl0,0), p0)=0, p'(o)>0 forany0 < p <o,
Pl =ag”". a>0, Jim (@ - 0?p)=p>0. 2.1)
for some exponents y > 1, § > 3.

The restrictions on y and f are technical and can possibly be relaxed. The essential feature
of (2.1) is the singularity of the pressure at ¢ yielding the (deterministic) bound ¢ < p.
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This hypothesis is relevant for any real fluid; see e.g. Carnahan and Starling [7], Kolafa,

Labik, and Malijevsky [25].

2.2. Driving force

The deterministic driving force is given by g € C(Q x [0, 8] x R¢; R?) satisfying
lg(x,0,0)| S 1+ |u|* forsomea € [0,1). (2.2)

Let T > 0 and let (2, &, (¥:):>—7., P) be a complete probability space with a com-
plete right-continuous filtration (3§, );>—7. The stochastic process W is a cylindrical (F)-
Wiener process on a separable Hilbert space U normalized so that W(0) = 0. It is formally
given by the expansion W(t) = Zzozl ex Wi (t), where (Wy)ren is a sequence of mutu-
ally independent real-valued Wiener processes relative to (§;);>—r normalized so that
Wi (0) = 0, and (ex )xen is a complete orthonormal system in U. Accordingly, the diffu-
sion coefficient F is defined as a superposition operator F (o, u): U — L1(Q, R?),

F(o, wer = Fr (. 0(), u()).
The coefficients Fy = Fx(x, 0,u): O x [0,3] x R? — R% are C'-functions such that

Fie(x. 0. w)] + |VouFi(x.0.w)] = fir(1+ [u]*)  for some & € [0, 1),
37 < oo (2.3)

k>1

uniformly in x € Q. Finally, we define the auxiliary space Uy D U via

a2
Up = {v =Y o ekt Yo o< 00},
endowed with the norm
2 o
vlig, = 5 V= > ke
k>1 k>1
Note that the embedding U < Uy is Hilbert-Schmidt. Moreover, trajectories of W are
P-a.s. in Cioo([—T, 00); Up).
2.3. Dissipative martingale solutions

We give a definition of a solution to (1.1)—(1.4). For future use, it is convenient to consider
a general time interval [—T, co) with T > 0.

Definition 2.1 (Dissipative martingale solution). The quantity

((97%7 (g‘l)tZ*T»]P))’ o.u, W)

is called a dissipative martingale solution to (1.1)—(1.4) on the time interval [—T, c0),
provided the following hold:
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(82,8, (F:)i>—1.P) is a stochastic basis with a complete right-continuous filtra-
tion;
W is a cylindrical (§;)-Wiener process normalized so that W(0) = 0;

the density 0 < ¢ < 0 belongs to the space Cyeak,10c([—7, 00); L1(Q)), P-a.s. for
any 1 < ¢ < oo and is (§&;)-adapted;

the momentum ou belongs to the space Cyeax joc([—7, 00); L*(Q, R?)), P-as.
and is (&, )-adapted;

the velocity u belongs to L2

2 (=T, 00); W, 2(Q, RY)), P-ass. and is (§)-
adapted;]

the total energy

tH[QE(Q,Qu)(t,-)dx

belongs to the space LX[—T, 00), P-a.s.;

loc

the equation of continuity

=1 13
|:f Ql/fdx] —/ /Qu-Vxlﬁdxdtzo
Q t=1 n JQ

holds forall =T < 7, < 15, ¥ € C'(Q), P-as.;
for any b € C1(R),

[/Q b('Q)wdxi[::_/;ltz/Qb(Q)u'Vdoth

+ /n /Q(b (0)o —b(0))divaydxdr =0 2.4)

forall -7 <11 <1, ¥ € CI(Q_), P-a.s.;

the momentum equation

t=12 (%)
|:/ Qu-(pdx] —/ /[Qu®uzvx¢+p(g)divx(p]dxdt
g u JQ

=1

17)
+/ / S(Vyu) : Vypdxdt
u JQ

2
=/ /Qg(g,gu)-q)dxdt
71 JQ
o) o
£y / (/ @Fk(g,gu)-<pdx)de 2.5)
k=177 W@

holds for all =T < 7; < 15, ¢ € C1(Q; R?), P-as.;

! Adaptedness of the velocity is understood in the sense of random distributions; cf. [2, Chapter 2.8].
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(j) the energy inequality

_/_o:atczS/QE(Q,gu)dxdz+/_°;¢/Q§(vxu) - Voudx dr

[es) 1 [es) o0
<[ o[ esteow-uaxarss [ oY [ oFie.owParar
rJo e

+Z/ ¢(/ QFk(g,Qu).udx) AWy (2.6)
k=1""T 0

holds for all ¢ € C}((—T, 0)), ¢ > 0, P-a.s.

We recall that the total energy

1 2
Eﬁ—i-P(Q) for o > 0,
Q
Elem) =1, ifo=0,m=0,
00 otherwise,

with the pressure potential P defined through P’(g)o — P(0) = p(0), P(0) =0, is a
convex lower semi-continuous function on [0, 9) X R, whence

ll—)/QE(Q,Qu)(Z)dX

is a lower semi-continuous function defined for any ¢ € [T, c0), P-a.s. for any dissipative
martingale solution (o, u). In addition, it follows from the energy inequality (2.6) that the
limit
1 t+48
&)= lim - / / E(o,0u)(s,-)dxds 2.7
§—>0+ 6 ¢ 0

is well defined and §&,-measurable for any 1 > —T. Moreover, the function & is cadlag in
[0, 00), thus progressively measurable, and

&(t) = [ E(o,0u)(t,")dx a.a.in (-T,00), P-as. (2.8)
o
In the remainder of the paper, we use & to denote the total energy, keeping in mind (2.8).

2.4. Stationary solutions

The concept of a stationary solution is motivated by the approach of Itd and Nisio [24]. We
first introduce the space of trajectories. Despite the fact that the (weakly) time-continuous
quantities are the conservative variables o, m = gu, it is more convenient to consider the
standard variables

0 € Cwea.k,loc(R; Lq(Q))v 1 =< q < oo,

ue L2 (R; W, 2(Q; RY)),

loc
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together with the noise
W € Cioe,0(R; Up),

where Ci,c,0 denotes the space of continuous functions vanishing at 0. We define the tra-
jectory space

T = Cweak,loc(R; Lq(Q)) X (Lﬁ)c(R; WOI’Z(Q; Rd))v LU) X Cloc,O(R; u0)

Definition 2.2. We say that (2, &, (¥¢)rer, P), 0,u, W) is an entire solution of problem
(1.DH-(1.4)if (o,u, W) € T, P-as. and if (R, F, (F¢)e>—7,P), 0,u, W) is a dissipative
martingale solution on [—T, o0) for all T > 0 in the sense of Definition 2.1.

Next we introduce the time shift operator,
Sclo,u, W](t) = [o(t + 7),u(t + 1), Wt +1)—W(r)], t€R, t€R.
It is easy to check that the time shift
S:le.u. W], =0,
of any dissipative martingale solution
(.8, (F)e=-1.P). 0. 0. W)
on [T, 0o) gives rise to another dissipative martingale solution
(Q. &, Fe+0)rz-T—. P). (- + 0).u( + 7), W( + 1) — W(1))

on [—T — 7, 00) of the same problem.

Definition 2.3 (Stationary solution). We say that an entire solution
(2. %, (F)ier P), 0, u, W)
of problem (1.1)—(1.4) is stationary if its law
Lrlo.u, W]
is shift invariant in the trajectory space 7, meaning
iT[S,[Q,u, W]] = ZLy[o,u, W] foranyzt € R.

Remark 2.4. It is convenient to regard solutions on [—T7, 00) as trajectories in 7. To this
end, we tacitly extend [0, u, W](¢) = [0, u, W](—=T) forallt < —T.
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2.5. Main results
Having collected all the necessary material we are ready to state our main results.

Theorem 2.5 (Stationary solutions generated by bounded trajectories). Ler Q C R%, d =
2,3 be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Suppose that the pressure p, the deterministic driving
force g, and the noise diffusion coefficients F satisfy the hypotheses (2.1), (2.2), and (2.3),
respectively. Let

((Q’ 8. (&i)e=0.P). 0.1, W)

be a dissipative martingale solution of problem (1.1)—(1.4) specified in Definition 2.1 such
that

E[€(0)*] < oo, P[Q—— Q(O,-)dx>8:|:
ou(0) 19 2.9)
1,2 ] _
]P’[ S0 <Mtk )]_1,

for some deterministic constant § > 0.
Then there is a sequence T, — oo and a stationary solution

(@& Frer.P).o.0. W)
such that
1 Tn ~
T_/ iT[S, [0, u, W]] dt - £7[o,u, W] narrowly asn — oc.
n Jo
The proof of Theorem 2.5 leans on two auxiliary results that are of independent inter-

est.

Theorem 2.6 (Ultimate boundedness). Under the hypotheses of Theorem 2.5, there exists
a universal constant &, (m) such that

lim supE[([ E(o,0u)(t,-) dx)m] < Exo(m)
t—00 (9}

for any dissipative martingale solution
((Q s %" (%‘l‘)ti@v P)’ o.u, W)
of problem (1.1)—(1.4) with the initial data satisfying

E[&(0)™] < oo, P|:Q — @ 0(0,)dx > 8:| =

for some m > 1, § > 0. More precisely, there exist universal constants ¢;,1,Cm2, Dm > 0
such that
E[E(1)™] < exp(—=Dpt)(E[E(0)"] + cm,1) + Cm.2 (2.10)

forallt > 0.
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In the following result, we employ the notation &, for the cadlag version of the energy
associated to (05, 0n0,) and defined through (2.7).

Theorem 2.7 (Asymptotic compactness). Under the hypotheses of Theorem 2.5, let

((Qns%ns(%'n)tz—Tnan)sQn,un, Wn)s n = 1a2,-~~a

be a sequence of dissipative martingale solutions of problem (1.1)—(1.4) on the time inter-
val [Ty, 00), Ty, — 00, such that

sup E[€,(~T,)*] < oo, }P’|:é— é/ggn(—Tn) dx > 8] =1,

n>1
|:Qnun(_Tn)
on(=Tp)

for some deterministic constant § > 0.

(2.11)
€ WOI’Z(Q,Rd)} =1, n=12,...,

Then there exists a subsequence (not relabeled) such that
Eqlon, un, W] > L5[o,u, W] narrowly as n — oo,

where (0,u, W) is an entire solution of the same problem defined on a certain probability
space
(R2,%,P) with a filtration (§¢)teRr-

The energy momenta estimates claimed in Theorem 2.6 are new in the context of the
stochastic problem and depend essentially on the properties of the hard-sphere pressure
equation of state in (2.1). The crucial point is to control the density (pressure) in terms of
the dissipation term

/ S(Vyu) : Viudx.
0

With these estimates at hand, the proof of Theorem 2.7 follows the steps of the proof
of existence. There is, however, a key difference, namely, the initial data represented by
the value of the time shifts at the time —7;, are “lost” in the limit process. In particular,
the crucial ingredient of the existence proof — compactness of the initial data — is no
longer available. Instead, the deterministic argument on propagation of density oscillations
proved originally in [15] must be adapted to the stochastic framework.

3. Global-in-time estimates

Our goal is to show the momentum estimates claimed in Theorem 2.6.

3.1. A Gronwall-type estimate for BV-functions

Let us start with a standard version of Gronwall’s lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. Let F € BV, (0, 00) be such that
)
F(fz+)~|—D/ F(t)dt < F(ti—) + C(r — 1) 3.DH
4l

forany 0 < 11 < 15 with some D > 0. Then

C

F(tx) < exp(—Dt)(F(0+) — 5) + ¢

D
forallt >0

Proof. We first note that (3.1) is equivalent to

G(tat) + D / 60a < 6. Gy = Fioy- S

T1

It follows that the function
C
exp(Dt)G(t) = exp(Dt)(F(t) - 5)

is non-increasing on (0, 0o), whence
C
F(t+) < exp(—Dl)(F(O—i—) - B) + =, >0 -

3.2. Higher energy moments

Let us introduce the so-called Bogovskii operator B enjoying the following properties:

B:LYQ) ={f € LUQ) | [p fdx =0} > W, (0. RY), 1<q<oo,
divy B[f] = f. (3.2)
1B/ Lro) < lgllLrco:rey if f =divig g-mlaggp =0,1 <r < o0;

see Galdi [21, Chapter 3], GeiBert, Heck, and Hieber [22]. Here, n denotes the outer unit
normal on 0Q.

In what follows, we neglect the deterministic forcing og(o, ou) as its treatment does
not present any additional difficulties. Recalling our convention (2.8) we deduce from the
energy inequality (2.6),

[EM)]Z 2+/ /S(qu) V. udx d

/ /QZ|Fk(Q,u)|2dXdI+Z/ (/ QFk(Q,u)-udx)de (3.3)

k>1 k>1

forany 0 < 71 < 13, P-a.s.
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Next we use the quantity

[ﬂ(g)— o / ﬁ(@)dX}

as a test function in the momentum balance (2.5). This is not completely obvious as our
test function is a random variable; however, the function §(g) satisfies the deterministic
equation (2.4) and such a step can be rigorously justified by the arguments detailed in
[2, Section 4.4.2] by the use of the generalized Itd formula [2, Theorem A.4.1]:

/:fgp(a)ﬂ(e)dxdt
= UQ @u-ﬂ[ﬁ(a)—éfgﬁ(g)dx} de
+ﬁ :(/QP(Q)dX/Qﬂ(Q)dx)dt
[ [ ewousves|po - [ perar|axas

7] s ves[ s - o5 [ poras|asa

- i /Q ou- Bdivx (B(o)w)] dx dr

n / b / ou- B[(B(0) — B'(Q)0) divy u — A]dx dr

_Z[ (/ QFk(Q’“)'i))[ﬂ(Q)— é/gﬂ(g) dx] dx) dw,  (3.4)

k>1

forany 0 < 7y < 1, P-a.s., where A = @ fQ (B(o) — B'(0)o) divy, udx.

‘We combine the energy inequality (3.3) with the pressure estimates (3.4) to obtain the
total dissipation balance that is a crucial tool in the subsequent analysis. First, consider
B(0) = oin (3.4) to gain, P-a.s.,

/ /p(Q)(Q—@)dxdt
[l o] o
/ /S(qu) Vi)’[ lQl]dxdt f /Qu Bdiv, (ow)] dx dr
_Z/n ([QQFk(g,u) 3[@—%]dx)de, (3.5)

k>1
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where

M =/QQ(O,-)dx.

Next we recall the uniform bounds on the density and hypothesis (2.9) implying

0<o<op, |Q|/de——|§§—8 P-a.s. 3.6)

for some deterministic constant § > 0. Setting

we deduce

M
/Qp(a)(e—@) dx
=[Qh[gzr]p(e)(9—@) +/leg<r]p(9)(9—@)

d 8
> Efger(Q)dx—lQW(r)r > E/Qp(g)dx—|Q|<rp(r)+Ep(r))'

Consequently, it follows from (3.5) that P-a.s.,

g/ﬂtz/Qp(Q)dxdl
S[/qu-i)’[g—@] :| / /Qu®u V£|: |Q|i|dxdt
+[t2/ S(qu):in)’[Q—@] dxdz—/rl /qu-i)’[divx(gu)]dxdt

—Z/ (/ QFk(Q,U)'D(B[Q—%] dx) AWy + c¢(13 — 11), 3.7

k>1

where c is a deterministic constant.
Next we are going to estimate the second, third, and fourth terms on the right-hand
side of (3.7) by dissipation. By virtue of the Korn—Poincaré inequality,

2 .
[[u]] W2 (0iRd) = CKP/QS(VXH) : Vyudx,
and the uniform bound (3.6) we obtain

/ olul?dx < c/ S(Vyu) : Vyudx. (3.8)
0 o
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Similarly, the Korn—Sobolev inequality yields

1
3
(/ |ul® dx) < cKs/ S(Vxu) : Vyudx
o 1]

if d = 3. Of course, the estimate holds for arbitrary exponent ¢ if d = 2. Consequently,
we have P-a.s.

1
M 3
/ ou®u: VXJB[Q — —j| dx < (/ |u|6dx) < / S(Vyu) : Vyudx,
0 O] 0
M

S(Vyu) : V, Bl o —
/Q( v [Q 0

j|dx 5/ dex—i-/ S(Vyu) : Vyudx
o Qo

<1 +/ S(Vyu) : Vyudyx,
Qo

/Qu-ia’[divx(gu)]dx 5/ Q2|u|2dx5/ S(Vyu) : Vyudx,
Q Qo Q

using properties of the Bogovskii operator, see (3.2), and boundedness of o. Plugging this
into (3.7) we conclude that P-a.s.

g/:/QP(Q)dxdz_[/ ou- £[Q_|Ma] dxi|f=rz

< /TZ/ S(Vyu) : Vyudx dt + ca(tp — 11)
u JO
T2 M
- Z/ (/ oFk(o.u) - i%[g — —] dx) dWy (3.9)
kZl 71 Q |Q|

with deterministic constants ¢y, ¢. Multiplying (3.9) by a sufficiently small (determinis-
tic) constant ¢ > 0 and adding the resulting expression to the energy inequality (3.3) we
obtain the dissipation balance P-a.s.

[S(I)—S/ ou- B[Q—%}dx} -

+ > /n /Q[S(qu) : Veu+ edp(o)] dx dt

<C(rz—11)

- " oFi(o,u)- [u— 8B Q—£ dx | dWg, (3.10)
0 0]

k>1
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where C is a deterministic constant, and where we have used

/ oY IFeowPdr = 3 2 / o1 + [ul?®) dx

k>1 k>1

1
< —[ S(Vyu) : Viudx + ¢,
o

with a deterministic constant c; cf. (2.3).
As the next step we aim at deriving higher moment estimates for the process

ﬁ)(r)zé’(r)—e/g@u-i%[g lgl](r ) dx

in the spirit of Itd’s formula applied to (3.10). For t; > 0 arbitrary, we consider the con-
tinuous process

Dc (1) :—l /r/ [S(Vxu) : Viu + edp(0)]dx dt + C(z — 1)
M

- Fr(o,u) - —Blo— — dWy.

,;/t(/“(g“)( o= igr]) o) ami

In accordance with the dissipation balance (3.10), the process
Dy =D — D¢

is non-increasing in (1, 00).

In order to apply 1t6’s formula to the process & = Dy + Dc it suffices to regularize
Dy intime. To avoid problems with progressive measurability we introduce the backward
regularization of a function ¥ = ¥ (¢) given by

0
37"(t)=/_ F(t—s)ye(s)ds, t>k,

K

where y, is a standard family of regularizing kernels. Applying the standard It6 formula
to D¢ + Dy, we get

do(De + D)
=50 @c + D ( [ (570 : Vo + espio]ax ) o
2 0

+ CO' (D + D) di + ' (De + DY) dDE,

2
+%<D”(i)c+i)1’\‘,1)2(/QQFk(g,u)-(u £[g—|MaDdx) dr

k>1

—@’(i)c—i—i)[’“,,)Z(/QQFk(Q,u)-(u—!B[ —% ) )de (3.11)

k>1
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forany ® € C 2_1f, in addition, @ > 0, we have
' (Dc + Dy)dDy, <0

using that Dy, is non-increasing. All other terms in (3.11) converge to their counterparts
as k — 0 and we obtain

t=1— 1 © /
(D)=~ + 5/ (D) (/Q [S(Vxu) : Viu + ép(0)] dx) dt

123
< C/ ®'(D) dr
T

1

2
+3 ], @ X[ oo (u-8lo-g])or) o

k>1

—Z/ cb(:())(/ oFx(o.u) - (u :3[ —%D )de (3.12)

k>1

for all ® € C2, ® > 0. We clearly have
D < / (olu]® + p(o) + 1) dx < / [S(Vxu) : Viu + &8p(o) + 1]dx
(¢ (¢

using (3.8), as well as

£ (f - (o-ale- ]} o)

k>1
2
SY R (/ o(1 + [ul**1) dx) <KD+ ce (3.13)

k>1

for an arbitrary k € (0, 1) using (2.3), (3.6), and continuity of 8. Plugging these estimates
into (3.12) and applying expectations yields

2
[EIDI",Z2 + Dy [ EIDId1 = G2 = 1) (3.14)
T1
for all integers m > 0 with some positive constants Cy,, D,,. Here the passage from 7,— to
75+ follows from the fact that O is the sum of a non-increasing function and a continuous
one, specifically, D(t2+) < D(72—). Also note that we approximated the mapping O +—
|D|™ by a sequence of smooth functions ® with bounded derivatives.
Thus Lemma 3.1 together with (3.14) gives rise to the uniform bound

E[|D|™ ()] < exp(— Dmr)(IE[|i)(0)|m] — C—) + lc)—m forall T > 0.

In view of the bound

|D(r) — €(0)] < VE() (3.15)
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which holds true for all 7 > 0, we deduce that (2.10) follows. Consequently, the first claim
of Theorem 2.6 holds and the proof is complete.
As a consequence, we may also control the supremum over time inside the expectation.

Corollary 3.2. Let T > 0. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.6 it holds that

IE[ sup sm(r)] +EUOT gmn-1 /Q[S(qu) : Veu+ p(o)]dx dt}

t€[0,T]
SE[E™(0)] + cr,

where the function T + c > 0 is locally bounded on [0, c0).

Proof. We consider (3.12) and take first the supremum over time and then the expecta-
tion. In order to estimate the stochastic integral, we apply Burkholder-Davis—Gundy’s

}

inequality, (3.13) and Young’s inequality to obtain

]E[ sup Z/Ot|§D|m_l(/;2QFk(Q,u)-(u—B[Q—%})dx)de

7€[0,T] k>1

< E[([)T(ZK|@|2m + c,()dt)é]

T
5/(1[*][ sup |i)|m(r)]+E|:[ |§D|mdt:| + C,T-
t€[0,T] 0

The first term on the above right-hand side can be absorbed into the left-hand side of the
estimate. The second term on the right-hand side is controlled in view of (3.14) by the
initial value. Altogether, we deduce

T
5 s 19170+ E[ /0 ! [Q [S(Vou) : Veu+ p(o)] dx dz]

S E[IDI"(0)] + 7.
which yields the claim by using (3.15). ]

4. Asymptotic compactness
Our next goal is to prove Theorem 2.7.

4.1. Global energy estimate

First fix a time interval [—7, T]. In view of the uniform bounds established in Theorem
2.6 and Corollary 3.2, we claim that

T
E[te[sllgﬂ 8,2"(t)] + JE[/_T et /Q[S(qun) : Vxu, + p(on)]dx dt}

< Eoo(m) + car, 4.1
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m=1,...,4,foralln = 1,2,.... Indeed, from Corollary 3.2 applied to the dissipative
martingale solution [0,, u,, W, ] on the time interval [T, T'] such that T, > T', we obtain
a bound of the left-hand side in (4.1) of the form

S E[E) (=T)] + car.

where the implicit constant as well as ¢, > 0 is universal, i.e. independent of the solution
[on,uy, W, ]. Recall that [g,, u,, W,] solves the system on [T, co) and that 7, — oo.
Hence, employing Theorem 2.6, in particular (2.10), and the uniform bound (2.11), we
conclude that if n is sufficiently large so that —7 + T,, > M for some M > 0 large
enough, then

E[€] (~T)] £ Eoolm),

which proves (4.1) for n > n(T) large enough.
On the other hand, for n < n(T) and T, > T, the left-hand side of (4.1) is bounded
using Corollary 3.2 by
SEE) (Tl +c-r+1, S 1,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that 7 +> c¢7 is locally bounded on [0, 0o0)
and—-T + T, < M.
The bound (4.1) for the case T,, < T follows from (2.11) and Remark 2.4.

4.2. Pressure estimates

Given (4.1) we show that the pressure p (o) is bounded in a reflexive space L" ((—7,T) x
Q) for some r > 1. To see this, we use the identity (3.4) with

B(on) = (@ —0n)"®, o > 0 sufficiently small,

obtaining Py-a.s.

/_Z fQ P(0n) (@ —0n) ™ dx dt

= UQ Onlly - [(Q on)” |Q|/(Q on)” “’dX] dXIiT
+ﬁ/_i(/g p(gn)dx/Q(é—gn)—‘”dx) d

_/_;/anun ®un:in>’[(@—Qn) |Q|/(Q on)” “’dx]dxdt

T
+/_T/QS(qun) V, :8[(@ on)” —@f(g on)~ dx] dx dt

T
- / / Onthy - BIdivs (@ — 0n) )] dx dr
-TJo
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—Z/ (/ onFr(on,un) - 58[(9 on)™® —@/(g on)” dx} dx)de

k>1
+ I, 4.2)

where we have set

T o g€ @=Den)
In—/_T/;anun i)’[( G—ono )dlvxu,,

1 (@—@—n&)
10| (@ —on)?t!

In view of hypothesis (2.1), the pressure potential satisfies

) div, u, dxi| dx dr.

@—-0) P < P(o), (4.3)

whence
(@ —0n) “l1s(0) < / P(on)dx <& aslongasws < (B —1).
o

Consequently, if @ > 0 is chosen small enough, all integrals on the right-hand side of (4.2)
except I, are controlled by the energy bounds (4.1).

As for I, the smoothing properties of the operator B specified in (3.2) can be used to
control [, by the energy as long as the quantity

(0— Qn)_(w+1) divy u,
can be estimated in L2(—T, T; L'(Q)). In view of (4.3), this requires
20+ =(B-1).

meaning 0 < w < ? which is possible as § > 3.
Passing to expectations in (4.2) we may therefore infer that

T
E[/_T/QP(Qn)(é_Qn)_wdxdt] <c(6oo(m),T), O<w< ,3;3 @4)

Note that, in view of hypothesis (2.1),

”p(g") zéz(( L TYx0) (1+/ /p(an)(e Qn)“"dxdt)

Bto

B

Bto
B

whence

E[Hp(gn)

| = ¢(@actm). 1.

L P ((-T.T)xQ)
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4.3. Limit process

The energy estimate (4.1) and the pressure estimate (4.4) are exactly the same as those
obtained in the existence theory. Following the stochastic compactness arguments of [2,
Chapter 4] or rather [2, Chapter 7] which also gives the necessary additional details regard-
ing the trajectory space 7, we may use Jakubowski—Skorokhod’s representation theorem
and find a new sequence of random variables g,, 0,, with associated cylindrical Wiener
processes W, defined on the standard probability space (2, &, P) = ([0, 1],°8,dy) such
that (up to a subsequence)

Lglon. un, Wy] = L7 [0n, Up, I;Iv/n]
for any 1 < ¢ < oo. In addition, there exists a process [0, u, W] such that
én — 0 in Cweak,loc([_T; T]; Lq(Q))’

i, »u in(L32(~T, T; W"(Q; RY)), w) (4.5)
W, > W in C([-T,T);Uo)

forany T > 0, P-a.s. In particular,

E7lon, un, W] = L5[0n, Uy, Wn] — Lo, u, W] narrowly as n — oo.

4.4. Asymptotic compactness of densities

To finish the proof of Theorem 2.7, it remains to show that [, u, W] is an entire solution.
This can be done similarly to [2, Section 4.5] once we are able to show strong convergence
of the density sequence {0,}52,, P-a.s. This is a delicate issue as we have no information
on compactness of “initial data”.

First observe that (4.5) yields the equation of continuity for the limit functions, namely

/ / [00:¢ 4+ ou- Vyp]dxdt =0 (4.6)
RJQ

for any ¢ € C}(R x Q), P-a.s. Moreover, as 0 < o < gandu € L2 _(R; WOI’Z(Q; R%)),

loc
we may use the standard regularization technique of DiPerna and Lions [10] to deduce the

renormalized version of (4.6),
/ /Q [olog(0)d:¢ + olog(o)u- Vyp — odivyup]dxdr =0 4.7
R

forany ¢ € C}(R x Q), P-as.
Next, given ¢ € C}(R x Q), we also have

/ /Q (60 102(6)910 + 60 102(Bn)in - Vg — G divy gl drdt =0 (48)
R
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for any ¢ € CC1 (R x Q), P-a.s. To be able to let n — oo in (4.8), we must extend the
convergence stated in (4.5) to non-linear functions of (g, u, V,u). This is possible as the
Skorokhod argument can be extended to any composition (cf. [2, Proposition 4.5.5])

B(Qv p(g)v u, qu)
as long as

T
E[[ / |B(en,p(gn),un,vxun)|fdx]dzScm 49)
-TJo

uniformly for n — oo for some r > 1. Consequently, we may assume, in addition to (4.5),
that

B(0n. p(0n). 0y, Vxiy) — B(o. p(0).u, Vyu) weaklyin L"((—=7.T) x Q)

for any 7 > 0, P-a.s. when (4.9) holds. In particular, we may let n — oo in (4.8) to obtain

/;2 /Q[Q log(0)d:¢ + olog(o)u- Vyp —odivy ug]dx dr =0 (4.10)
forany ¢ € C1(R x Q), P-a.s.

Subtracting (4.7) from (4.10) and using spatially homogeneous test functions ¢ yields
an ODE for the oscillation defect

D) = [ [2T08(e) ~ olog(](rx) .
namely
d _— .
ED(I) + / [odivyu—podivyu](f,x)dx =0 foraa.t € R. 4.11)
o

The existence theory for the compressible Navier—Stokes system leans on the Lions
identity

/[Qdivxu—gdivxu](t,x)dx=/[p(g)Q—ITQ)Q](t,x)dx foraa.t; (4.12)
Q Q

see Lions [27]. The validity of (4.12) has been extended to sequences of (approximate)
solutions in [2, Section 4.5]. Plugging (4.12) in (4.11) yields P-a.s.

d -
ED(I) ~|—/ [p(@)o — p(0)o](t,x)dx =0 foraa.t € R. (4.13)
Qo
As o — p(p) is non-decreasing, we have

/Q [P@0 - P@al(t.x) dx = 0,
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whence the defect D is a non-increasing function of time. This immediately yields the
desired conclusion D = 0 when we know that D(z9) = O for some ¢y, which is for instance
the case for solutions of the initial-value problem emanating from a compact sequence of
initial data.

In our situation, we need to proceed differently. We apply pathwise the deterministic
argument borrowed from [12]. On the one hand, as ¢ € [0, ¢] — o log(p) is a-Holder
continuous for any 0 < o < 1, we have

|on log(en) — ¢log(0)] < len — ol
whence, by Holder’s inequality,

y+1
a

/ [olog(e) — olog(o)]dx < lim / lon —o|* dx < ( lim / lon — o ! dX)
On the other hand, as the pressure satisfies (2.1),
/ [p(0)o — p(o)o]dx > a[ [0¥0 — 0¥ 0ldx > a lim / lon — o+ dx.
Q Q n—>oo Q
Consequently, we deduce from (4.13),
d y+1
ED(I) +6D() « <0 foraateR
for some 8 > 0. Since0 < D < D for any ¢ € R, we obtain the desired conclusion D = 0,

yielding strong L!-convergence of {3, }%° ,, P-a.s.
We have proved Theorem 2.7.

5. Construction of stationary solutions

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 2.5. Therefore, let [0, u, W] be a dissipative
martingale solution on [0, co) defined on some stochastic basis (2, &, (¥¢)r>0, P) and
satisfying (2.9). We define the probability measures

1 S
v =5 /0 Lo (Sy[o,w W) dt € B(T). G.1)

More precisely, the time average is defined as a narrow limit of Riemann sums, i.e. for
every F' € BC(7') we have for a sequence of equidistant partitions {0 =ty < t; <--- <
ty =S},

N—-1

S ] 1
[— | £l W])dr}(F) - ngnoo[ﬁ X L(Slon W])(F)]
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As explained in Remark 2.4, in (5.1) we also tacitly regard functions defined on time
intervals [—¢, 00) as trajectories on R by extending them to s < —¢ by the value at —¢.

The proof of Theorem 2.5 now proceeds in two main steps. First, we prove tightness
of the above measures and apply Prokhorov’s theorem in order to obtain a narrowly con-
verging subsequence. Second, in view of Theorem 2.7 we identify the limit measure as a
law of a stationary solution.

Proposition 5.1. The family of measures {vs; S > 0} is tight in T .

Proof. Choose a bounded interval [—7', T']. In order to prove tightness of vg, we first prove
tightness of the laws of the time shifts S;[o,u, W], t > 0. Since [0, u, W] solves the system
on [0, 00), its time shift S¢[o, w, W] is a solution on [—¢, 00). In view of (2.9), we may
apply the considerations of Section 4.1 applied to the time shifts S;[o, u, W] to deduce

T

B[ s enGan] <[ [ [ maltrnaras] e +ear.
s€[~T,T] -TJQ

The important point is that the bound depends on the length of the time interval but

not on the time shift. As a consequence, the time shifts u(- + ) are tight on L2 (R;

WOI’Z(Q; R?)) equipped with the weak topology. Moreover, from the continuity equation
we get for all 7 > 0,

Eflle(- + Ollcrq-r,m;w-12)] < C(T).

This implies tightness of o(- + ) on Cyeak,loc(R; LY(Q)), 1 < g < 0o, using also the
boundedness of o.

This already implies tightness of the projection of the time-averaged measures vg to
the first two components. Indeed, if ¢ > 0 is given and K is the associated compact set in
Cyeak,loc (R; L2(Q)), such that

sup £(S:0)(K?) < e,
>0

then

1 S
—/ £(S:0)(KE)dt, < &.
S Jo

The argument for the projection to u is the same.

In addition, we recall that the shift chosen on the noise is S;W = W(- + t) — W(z).
Consequently, every S; W is a Wiener process with S; W(0) = 0. That means that all S; W
have the same law which is tight on Cioc,0 (R, Ug). Altogether, the claim follows. [ ]

As the next step, we observe that limits of the ergodic averages are invariant under
various shifts. This in particular implies shift invariance of any accumulation point of the
time averages vg as we will see below.
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Lemma 5.2. It holds that

1
S—K3

S+k2 1 S
[ esedeuwhar— ¢ [ £silouwha 0
K1 0
narrowly as S — oo for all k1,k3,k3,T € R.

Proof. Let G € BC(T). Using the continuity of the time shifts # — S; on 7, we have
G o §; € BC(7) and it holds that

1 S+k2
S / £(Siselo u WI(G) di
— k3 K1

1 S+ko
=3 / L(lo.u. W(G o S——) dt
— K3 Jik,
1 S+Kka+t
= / L([o,u, W])(G o S—5)ds
S — K3 K1+t
- s P / £([o.u, W])(G o S_;)ds
1 K1+t
— o [ e WG osas
S —k3Jo
1 S+kr+t
/ L([o,u, W])(G o S_) ds.
S — K3 Js
Using the boundedness of G, the above has the same narrow asymptotic limit as
1 S 1 N
S / L(lo.u, W(G o S—s)ds = / L(Sslo.u, W)(G) ds,
S Jo A
which finishes the proof. .

As a consequence, we observe that if the narrow limit of

1[5
V.S, = S_f E(St+c[0,u, W])dt
n JO

in B(T) as n — oo exists for some T = 79 € R, then it exists for all T € R and is inde-
pendent of the choice of 7.

In view of Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.2, together with Jakubowski—Skorokhod’s
theorem, there exists a sequence S, — oo and v € T(T) so that vy 5, — v narrowly in
PB(T) as well as v 5, — v narrowly for all r € R. Accordingly, the limit measure v is
shift invariant in the sense that for every G € BC(7) and every T € R we have

¥(G o So) = lim vs,(G 0 S;) = lim v_es,(G) = v(G).

To conclude the proof of Theorem 2.5, it remains to show that v is a law of an entire
solution to (1.1)—(1.4) in the sense of Definition 2.2. We begin with an auxiliary proposi-
tion.
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Proposition 5.3. Let [0, u, W] be a dissipative martingale solution on (—T, o0) defined
on some probability space (2,%,P). Let S > 0 be arbitrary. Then every process [0,a, W]
defined on any probability space and having the law

1 N
Vs = 5/0 E(S¢lo,u, W])dt € B(T)

is a dissipative martingale solution on (—T, 00).

Proof. Let [0, 1, W] be the process from the statement of the proposition defined on some
probability space (€2, &, P) and having the law vg. Note that such a process always
exists on the canonical probability space (7, B(T), vs) or on ([0, 1], B[O, 1], dy) by
Jakubowski—Skorokhod’s theorem. We define (§;);>—7 as the Jomt canonical filtration
of [0, u, W] We intend to show that ((2, &, (F1)r>—1,P), 0.1, W) is a dissipative mar-
tingale solution on (—T, c0).

By [2, Lemma 2.1.35], Wisa cylindrical Wiener process with respect to its canonical
filtration and W(O) = 0. As the next step, we want to strengthen this and show that W is
non-anticipative with respect to the joint filtration (%;)>—r, which in view of [2, Corol-
lary 2.1.36] implies that it is a cylindrical Wiener process with respect to (§;):>—7, as
required in Definition 2.1. To this end, we observe that for any F': 7 — R bounded Borel
we have

S
vs(F) = < /O 2(S, [0 u. WI(F) dr. (5.2)

This is due to the fact that the time average is defined as a narrow limit of Riemann
sums and the extension to bounded Borel functions follows by the dominated convergence
theorem.

We know that for every ¢ > 0 the joint canonical filtration generated by S;[o, u, W] is
non-anticipative with respect to S; W in the sense that

E[h1(St[o. w. W]l(=1,51) h2(S:W(s + 1) — S;W(s))] = 0 (5.3)

for every s > —T, all bounded continuous functions h1: 7 |(—7,s] = R and hp: Uy — R,
and every T > 0. Therefore, the integrand in (5.3) can be written as a composition of a
bounded continuous function F:J — R with S;[o,u, W], where F does not depend on
t > 0. Using this function in (5.2) we obtain

E[h1([8, & W]|~7.5) h2(W (s + 7) = W(s))] = vs(F)

S
_ é /0 E 1 (S¢[0. 0. W]l(—1.) ha(S: W (s + 7) — S, W(s))] dt = 0,

where we slightly abused the notation: each expected value [E possibly refers to a different
probability measure as the processes [0, 6, W] and [0, u, W] can be defined on different
probability spaces. Thus, W is non-anticipative with respect to the joint filtration (§;)s>o.
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Let ¥ € C}((=T,00); C'(Q)) and define

F(o,u, W) =G(/OTO/QQB,W+Qu-VdedI),

where G: R — [0, 00) is continuous, bounded, G > 0 on R \ {0}, and G(0) = 0. Plugging
this into (5.2) we deduce that

~ 1 1S
E[F(5.u, W)]=§ /0 E[F(S:[o.u. W])]dr. (5.4)

Since [p, u, W] is a solution on (—T, c0), it follows that S;[o, u, W] is a solution on
(=T —t, 00) and, in particular, the continuity equation holds on (—7, o). Consequently,
the integrand on the right-hand side of (5.4) vanishes for all # > 0. This implies that the
continuity equation is also satisfied by [g, u, W] on (—T, c0). The same argument applies
to the renormalized continuity equation (2.4).

For the momentum equation (2.5), as well as for the energy inequality (2.6), we need to
proceed differently since the corresponding stochastic integrals are generally not defined
as functions on the space of trajectories 7. Recall that the momentum equation (2.5) is
solved on (=T, 00) by S¢[o,u, W] for all ¢+ > 0. Furthermore, as was shown for instance
in the proof [2, Theorem 2.9.1], stochastic Itd integrals of the form

T
/ G(o,u)dW
s

can be written as a composition H(o,u, W): Q2 — R where H: T — R is a measurable
function which is universal in the sense that it depends on S, T but is independent of
the process (o, u, W) provided W is a cylindrical Wiener process with respect to some
filtration and G (p, u) is stochastically integrable with respect to W. As a consequence,
also for the momentum equation, there is a bounded Borel function F: 7 — R such that
F(o,u, W) = 0, P-a.s. if and only if [0, u, W] satisfies (2.5). This function can now be
used in (5.4) to deduce that [, u, VI~/] satisfies (2.5) on (=T, 00).

A similar argument can be applied to the energy inequality as well. More precisely,
we put all the terms in the energy inequality on the left-hand side and write the left-hand
side as a composition H (g, u, W) for some Borel function H: 7 — R. Then we define
F = G o H where G: R — R is bounded and continuous such that G(z) = z* forz < 1.
Applying (5.4) we finally conclude that the energy inequality (2.6) is satisfied by [0, u, W].
The remaining points of Definition 2.1 are immediate and hence the proof is complete. =

We recall that the probability measure v was obtained as a narrow limit of the time
averages vz s, for any v € R and a sequence S, — oo. Since v is shift invariant, any
process with law v is stationary as required in Definition 2.3. To conclude the proof of
Theorem 2.5, it remains to prove that v is a law of an entire solution to (1.1)—(1.4) in the
sense of Definition 2.2.
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We first consider the measures v, s5,—-,n = 1,2,..., and T > 0. According to Lemma
5.2, it follows that the narrow limit as n — oo exists and

lim v, s,—r = hm Vo,s, = V.
n—>oo —>00

Recall that [p, u, W] from the statement of Theorem 2.5 solves the system on [0, 00). As
a consequence, S¢[o,u, W] is a solution on [—1, 00). Since

1
Sp—1

Sy—1
s =g [ B WD
it follows from Proposition 5.3 that any process with law v, g, is a dissipative martin-
gale solution to (1.1)—(1.4) on [—1, 00).
We continue by a diagonal argument: Take a sequence 7, — oo and consider
V.S, —1,» M, 1 € N. Denote by d the metric on 3(7") metrizing the weak convergence.
Form € N, find n = n(m) € N so that

1
d(vfmﬂgn(m)_fm’ \)) < E

This gives the narrow convergence
Ve Spmy—Tm —> V. 8S M —> 00.

Applying Jakubowski—Skorokhod’s theorem, we obtain a sequence of approximate pro-
cesses [0m, Uy, Wi ] converglng a.s. to a process [0, U, W] in the topology o of 7. Moreover,
the law of [0y, Uy, m] i V1,8, m—7m @nd necessarily the law of [0, 4, W] is v.

Finally, we observe that [0, Uy, Wm] solving the equation on [—1,,, 00) satisfies the
assumptions of Theorem 2.7. In particular, we will verify that (2.11) holds at times —1t,.
Recalling (2.10) we observe that for S; 4, [0, u, W] we have for all s > —t — 1,,,,

]E[(/ E(Q,Qu)(s+t+rm)dx) :|§IE[(/ E(Q,Qu)(O)dx) :|~|—c.
o o

Hence, in particular the mth moment of the energy of S;4 ., [0, u, W] at time s = —1y, is
controlled this way. Since the law of [0y, Uy, Wiy] is given by Ve, Sy —tm » 1t fOllOws that

L " 1 Snmy = m "
E[(fg E(em,gmumx—rm)) }=Sn(m)—_% / E[(/Q E(g,gu)(r)) }dr
<z(f E(g,guxmdx)m} T
9

which yields (2.11). More precisely, this follows by applying (5.2) to a bounded truncation
of the energy and then passing to the limit.

Thus, by Theorem 2.7, [0, u, W] is an entire solution to (1.1)—(1.4). This completes
the proof of Theorem 2.5.
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6. Ergodic structure

In this section we study the ergodic structure of the system (1.1)—(1.4). In particular, we
show that each dissipative martingale solution as in Theorem 2.5 gives rise to an ergodic
stationary solution on the closure of its limit set. This is the best we can say at the moment,
as we generally do not expect stationary solutions to (1.1)—(1.4) to be unique. As a matter
of fact, the deterministic counterpart of (1.1)—(1.4) may admit infinitely many equilibrium
states for a given total mass.

For a dissipative martingale solution [g, u, W] satisfying (2.9), we define the w-limit
set as a subset of L(T") given by

Elo.u, W] = {éﬁrf[r, w, B]; there exists T, — 0o so that
St,lo.u, W] — [r,w, B]inlaw in 7}.

In addition, according to Theorems 2.6 and 2.7, the w-limit set E[o, u, W] is a non-empty
set of laws of globally bounded entire solutions, which is shift invariant and compact.
Moreover, we observe that similarly to the proof of Proposition 5.3 (see also [2, Theorem
2.9.1]), it holds that every process [r, w, B] having the law of an entire solution is an entire
solution itself.

Let co(E[o, u, W]) denote the closure of the convex hull of E[p, u, W] with respect to
the narrow convergence of probability measures. Theorem 2.5 then implies the following.

Corollary 6.1. For every dissipative martingale solution [o,u, W] as in Theorem 2.5,
there exists a stationary solution whose law belongs to Co(E[o, u, W1]).

Proof. As discussed above, the w-limit set E[o, u, W] consists of laws of globally
bounded entire solutions. Let [r, w, B] be a process whose law belongs to E[g, u, W].
Then [r, w, B] is itself a globally defined entire solution. Applying the construction of
a stationary solution from Section 5 to [r, w, B] instead of [o, u, W], we obtain a shift-
invariant measure given by a narrow limit of the form

1S 1Y
= lim — L (S¢[r,w,B])dt = li lim — L7 (S [r,w, B]),
v=lim oo | Lr(Silrw. B) Sn@mN@wN; 7(Sy[r.w. B])
where the second equality is a Riemann sum approximation for an equidistant partition
{0 =1ty <--- <ty = Sp}. Consequently, v belongs to the closure of the convex hull of
the laws L4 (S¢[r, w, B]), ¢t > 0, which all belong to E[o,u, W]. n

Our final result shows that for every dissipative martingale solution satisfying (2.9),
there is an associated ergodic stationary solution.

Definition 6.2 (Ergodic stationary statistical solution). A stationary statistical solution
[o,m, W], or its law £[o, m, W] on T, is called ergodic, if the o-field of shift-invariant
sets is trivial, specifically,

Eglo,m, W](B) =1 or £5[o,m, W](B) = 0 for any shift invariant Borel set B € B[T].
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Theorem 6.3. For every dissipative martingale solution [o,u, W] as in Theorem 2.5, there
exists an ergodic stationary solution whose law belongs to co(E[o, u, W1).

Proof. Consider the set # of all stationary solutions whose laws belong to co(E[o,u, W]).
Note that not all probability measures in co(EZ[g, u, W1]) are stationary, but by Corol-
lary 6.1, such a stationary solution exists, i.e. # is non-empty. Since a convex combination
of laws of entire solutions is an entire solution by the approach of Proposition 5.3, 4 is
convex. Due to the uniform boundedness from Theorem 2.6, Theorem 2.7 implies that 4
is tight and closed. Thus, by Krein—-Milman’s theorem, there is an extremal point of +,
which is the law of a stationary solution. Then by a classical contradiction argument (see
e.g. [9, p. 30]) it can be proved that this law is ergodic. ]

A. Existence of solutions to the initial value problem

We have the following existence result.

Theorem A.1. Letk > % and let A be a Borel probability measure defined on the space
W=k2(0) x W=%2(Q, R?) such that
ALY (Q)x LY (Q.RY)) =1, Afo=0} =1,
A{O < Omin = fQ QdX < Omax < OO} = 1,

for some deterministic constants Qmin, Omax, and

1 2
/ /[-Ew(g)}dx
LixrtlJol2 o

for some ry > 4. Let the diffusion coefficients F = (Fy)ren be continuously differen-
tiable satisfying (2.3) and suppose that g is continuous satisfying (2.2). Then there is
a dissipative martingale solution to (1.1)—(1.3) in the sense of Definition 2.1 with A =
£[0(0), ou(0)]. The solution satisfies uniformly in time

ro

dA <c¢

Omin = / Q(Z, ) dx < Omax P-a.s.
o

Proof. We follow [17, Section 3] and consider for & > 0 small the approximate pressure
Pa given by

a()z{p(e), 0=o—uq,

p@-a)+(e—0o-1%7, o a

where y > 3. The existence of a dissipative martingale solution’

((Q 8 (1)120, Pa). 0a. Ug., W)

2Without loss of generality we can assume that the probability space and the Wiener process do not
depend on .
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to (1.1)—(1.2) in the sense of Definition 2.1 with the pressure p, follows from [2, Theorem
4.0.2.] (see also [5, Theorem 2.4]). Although only a pressure of the form ap? witha > 0
is treated in [2], it is clear that the same arguments apply for any monotone pressure
function which behaves asymptotically as o¥. Also note that [2] deals only with periodic
boundary conditions. However, as demonstrated in [1] for the full Navier—Stokes—Fourier
system, the approach also applies to the case of bounded domains with Dirichlet boundary
conditions for the velocity field (see also [34]).

From the energy inequality (2.6) we obtain

E[OE‘ETUQ (%Qa|“a|2 + Pa(Qa)) dxi|n:|
* ]EUOT([ /Q(%Qa“‘a'z + Pulon) dx}nl /Q S(Vyua) : Vytg dx) dr]

<c@n,T) (A.1)

uniformly in & for all 7 > 0 and all n = 1, ..., rp. Next we aim to establish uniform
bounds for the pressure. As in (3.4) we obtain for any 7 > 0,

/OT /Q Pa(0a)Blon) dx dt

t=T
= |:/; OqUq * [ﬂ(@) - @/ ﬁ(Qa) dXi| dxi|t:0
1 T2
i ([ petearas [ ﬁ(gamx) ar
T
_/0 /QQauot Qug : Vx£|:,3(90t) |Q| / B(ox) dxi| dx dt

T
4 /0 /Q S(vxua>:vx£[ﬂ(ga)—@ /Q ﬁ(gamx}dxdr

T
- / / Qatla - BIdiv (B(0a)ua)] dx dt
0 9

T
4 /0 fQ Oatla - BI(B(0a) — B'(0u)0w) divy g — Aq] dx dr

_/()T(/;Qag(Qa,ua)-i)’[ﬂ(Qa)—ﬁ/ ,B(Qa)dx] dx)dt
_/OT(/QQaF(Qa,ua)-B[ﬂ(Qa) IQI/ ,B(Qa)dxi|dx) dw

with Ay, = @ /, 0 (B(0a) — B'(0a)0q) divy uy dx. After taking expectations the stochastic
integral vanishes, whereas all the other terms can be estimated as in the deterministic case
based on (A.1) for the choice B(0) = (0 — 0) ™ with @ > 0 small. Recalling the arguments
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from Section 4.2, in particular (4.3), we can bound all terms on the right-hand side and
obtain consequently

Bto T

o s(1oE [ [ rene-eneaxa) ey @2
L £ ((0,T)xQ) 0 JQ
forall T > 0 using also (A.1) forn = 1.

With estimates (A.1) and (A.2) at hand one can apply the stochastic compactness
method based on the Jakubowski—Skorokhod representation theorem exactly as in [2,
Chapter 4.4]. Also, we can pass to the limit in all terms in the equations and the energy
inequality apart from the pressure, arguing as in [2, Chapter 4.4]. Note that, since (A.2)
implies higher integrability of the pressure, the method from [26] applies directly as
explained in [17, Section 3.6]. This is in fact a purely deterministic argument and the
only difference from [2, Chapter 4.4] is that we need to localize the effective viscous flux
identity. We conclude that p = p(@), which finishes the proof. |

lEHp(Qn)

Remark A.2. As can be seen from the proof, the solution constructed in Theorem A.1
satisfies

T +w
E/o /Q|p(e)|ﬂﬂ dvdr < e(T)

for all T > 0 with some 8 > 0.
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